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THE CASE OF JUDGE WATROUS,

mﬂqunfmm!pmdrﬂ.
Wasiixaros, Friday, Dee, 10, 1558,

The ease of Judge Watrous of Texus occupied
the Mouse yesterdny and to-day, to the exclusion of
every other topie. The Judiciary Committee. 0
whom the case was submitted, are eqnally divided |
upon it. Messre. Houston of Alshann, Bilting- |
Durst of Wiscousin, Taylor of Louisians nnd
Clapman of Peonsyhania being for impeachiment, -
while Tappan of NowHampshire, Craige of North
Carolina, Ready of Tenneseee and Thorace F. |
Clark of New-York are in favor of Judge Watrous,
The niath member of the Committee, Mr. Caskie
of Yirgivia, considered it improper for Lim to
bave anythingto do with the case, because certain

jary interests of his own might be in some
way affected by the decision, He therefore did '.
pot sttend the ses<ions of the Committer, bt 1
am informed that he i convineed of the innocenee
of Judge Watrous, "

The question does not seem 4o have any political
bearing outside of the loeal polities of Texae, |
Judge Wakrous i a lawyer and jurist of distin- |
Fﬂilhl‘d nhim.‘ and of I'|igf‘; IN‘[MI:IHI character; he
18 & Northern man by birth aud o Southern man by
residence and associntions:  he is o native of Con-
necticnt,  Of the Committes, two of those ngainst |
bim are from the Nerth and two from the South:
two of those for Lim are from the North and two
from the'South,  OF the two Republicans of the |
Committee, Tappan is for him and Billinghurst
sgninst hine,  The Texse Benators and Representa-
tives intCongress, like the Committee, are equally
dividedon the subject,

The defendant in the ease i John €. Watrons,
Judge of the District Court of the United States |
for the State of Texrs,  Two memoriale htive baen |
presented to the Houpe, praying for his impeach- |
ment,~one of them by Eliphas Spencer, und the
other by Jacob Mussinn, It is alleged in the |
memorisl of Spencer that Judge Watrous engoged |
in extensive specnlntions in real cotate in his judi- |
cial distriet, where he knew the titles were in dis- |
pute, and that he employed his Court as the ineans |
of promoting the interests of hinvell und partners
in the speculation, and to secure un advanutaze over
others with whom litigntion was spprehended, The
evidence before the Judicinry Committee presents
the following puints, e stuled vesterday by Mr.
Chupman of Peuneylvania, uid to-duy by Mr, Dil-
linghurst of Wisconsin,

¥ a law of Mexico previons to the independ-
ence of Texne, eitizens of that Stute ruuh}], by
deporiting in the Treasury $1,000, obtoio from the
Seeretury of State o grant of land of eleven leagues,
or about 4= 000 seres,  Io 1230, two brothers,
Raphnel de Aguirre and José Marin de Aguirre,

Thomas de la Vega, their brother-in-lnw, de-
porited in the Tressury 83,000, and recvived a
f.ﬂnt inone paper of three eleven-league fracts of

ndn on the Brazos to those three individuals i
severalty,  To 1552, the grantees made a power of
attorney to Snmuel Mo Willinmes, then a eitizen of |
Texng, to locate und survey these severnl grante,
A dew daye afteeward the power of attoriey to
Joeate and survey wie exceuted,  Samnel M.
Willlumsfreceived—it i= wnid, on the part of Judge
Watrous—u power of attorney from the same
parties to sell wud convey these same Juands. 11 is
slleged, on the purt of the memorinlists, that
Thomar de In Vegn and Raphnel de Aguirre never
executed this lust poser of attorney: but it is eon-
eeded that they executed the first power of attor-

ney.

.{n 1550, in the month of May or June, Thomas
M. League, n eitizen of Teans, o land speenlator
and & client of Watroug before the Judge went
upon the beneh, und # contidentin]l and intinate
friend atterword, went to Watrous, and proposed l
to him to unite in buying the eleven-league traet, |
which was located by virture of the grant !ul

|
|

Thomus de la Vegn,  Judge Watrous asked if the
title were good,  Mr. Leagne said that  Judyge

Hughes had examined it.  Judge Hughes wos the

confidential and  profiessionn]l adviser of Judga

Watroug, and he was the confidentinl adviser and

al counsel of Thomas M, League,  Judge

Watrous replied, 1 have not the means; but 1

bave friends in Alabuma who will invest, if the

title be good.”  Hle wrote to his friends in Als-

bama, Messre, Lapeley, Frow, Price, Pluttenberg,

end Goldsby, residents at Sehoa,  After receiving

the letter of Judge Watrous, two of these gentle-

men went to Galveston, met with Watrous, Lesgue,

aud Hughes, and beld o consultation.  Frow aud
Price then went together to thisland on the Brazos,
sbout 250 miles from Galveston, examined it, were
satisfied with its quality and walue, returied to
Galveston, and came to an understanding, snbject
to the approval of their friends remaining in Ala-
bama. agne, up to thie time, had poid Judge
Watrous for his services for an exumination of the
title. Thercupon, Frow and Price retained Judge
Hughes, and ngreed to give him a retainiug fee of
8500 to conduet the litigation that might grow out
of the purchuse. This was in the mouth of June,
1860,

Frow and Price returned to Selms, Als., nnd in
July, Judge Watrous, with his friend League, ap-
prar--tl ut that plaee, and the tropsaction was tlu_*rn
perfected—Lengue but o few days before having
received 8 conveyance from Mrs, 8t Johin, who
beld #his lord under a conveyarce from Samuel
M. Willisms, the origioal attorney, who was the
brother of Mrs. St John, They sgreed to pa
Lesgue nine thousand and odd dollars for the land.
The Alnbama gentlemen advaneed the eonsidera-
tion, and the deed was taken from Leagne in the
name of John W. Lapsiey aloue, Watrous and
League retaining one balf—that s, one quarter
esnch—and the five Alabums gentlomen the other
half, or one tenth ench, I is asserted by the pros-
ecution that it was understood by the partios that
litigation was anticipated, and that it shiould be 1n |
the Federal Court. * The evidence of Lapsley, of |
Frow, of Lesgue, of Shearer, and the nnswer of
Judge Watrous, are elnmed as establishing this
point. When Frow and Price visited the land on
the Brazos, they found ten or u dozen settlers
there, with houses and other improvements.
They ascertained that there were head-right ecer-
tilicates loeated upon it.  Litigation was talked |
sbout, and Hughes was retained to tuke eare of

—

| of {he oase ngainst him.

iration of five years from ]

till the ex
not_paysble rom this that ot a cent |

i . 1t isiuferred
1‘:::':.‘::,, expectod 1o be -nicl_mlt of the Imr'ivf of
Judge Watrous, but that hiz liability wou o b ddise

charged out of the proceeds of xale. Spencer

swenrs that although he sttenced the Courta st

Gulveston sud Austin, he never heard of this in-

tervst of Judge Watrous until sbout the time !h--

conen were pemoved to New-Orleans for trial,

whieh was nearly four years after their institution

in hie Court; and Taylor, counsel for others of the
defendants, swenrs that althongh e bas a faint e
eolleetion of something hltillgfrar,n‘}irmi in relstion
to the Judge's interest belore the e went
from Galveston to Austin, still Le is satistied that
he eonld not hove known of the existence of that
interest, otherwise he would not have spplied for
their removal to Austin, for Judge Watrous pre-
sided there, and the sume diffienlty would exist

The secusers of Judge Watrous maintain, in brief,
thit it appears by the evidence that the ultionte
surposs was thal thege canses should be institited
in bis Court and transfeersd to the Cireuit Coart
at New.Orleans, so that trials hejore Texaa Juries
would be avoided: and that ix the point in this part
e is charged with a de-
liberate attempt to remose these cased from the
Courts of Texas, todeprive the people of Texas of
trinla hefore Juriea of the vieinage, to impose on
them the necessity of changing their counsel, and
allthe inconveniences and disadsantages of inereased
pxperses which would result from their removal
Wundreds of wiles further from their homes, and
the shme distsnee nearer the residence of the other
party, nud to linve doue this for his own sggran-

T

| dizement,

It in slso chinrged neningt Judge Watrons that he
gat upon the trinl of caswes in whieh be wase inte.
rested in the questions involved. Promident among
those cuses was that of Ufford agt, Dykes, tried in
his Court in 1255, Uffird elabmed, under o graut
or eoncession, wade, or purportiog to have  been
mude, by the Government of Conlatla snd Texas
in 1=82. 0f 33 leagues of lund, 1t is maintained
that the decision of this eage involved the deeision

| in the Lapeley cases, in which Watrons had, ns
shove stuted, o Inrge peeuniary interest. Incidental |
| to the eage is n question shout the anthenticity of &

wiwer of sttorney to s Il the land giveu h)‘ cortain
Mexicans ot Saltille.  The aceusers of Judge
Watraus maintain that 1his document was a forgery,
and that the Judee was concerned in the niproper
procurement of testimony to substantinte it,

In brief, the eharges agninst Judge Watrous, as
stianed up in the Report from the Judiciary Com-
mitter adverse to hi s Plhiese:

w Firal : That while be v office of District Judge of the
Urited Brates, ke exgaged with atler preosone in speeulating in
Ieenee traete of land situste
titles 1o which be kpew wore in dispute, sud when Ltigstion

wik ipevitabie
v Becond : That he allowed hls Court to be used noan agent

to sid Lirself ané partoors (o speca'ation in lands, and to secore |

atndvertege over ether persons with whom litigation was sp-
prebended.

o Third : That Le sat na Judpe in the trial of cases whore be
was E" rornally loterestad fn questhins invoved, to which may
b medded & ;.rﬂ{'}i'ntit-h in the improper procutement of tests
mony 1o adiance bis own and prriners’ interest.”

The fullest defense that has yet been made of
Judge Watroug, wis the specel yesterday by Mr,
Tuppan of New-Hampshire. Mr. Tappan began
by explaining the apparent incongisteney of Lis own
netion in the mntter. As nomember of the Judieiary
Committee of the XANIVIL Congress, he gave his
nesent to the mpeschment of Judge Watrous,
while we o memher of the ame Committes of the
AXXVih Congrees he bas signed u Report exon-
erating the Judge, When the subjeet wis before
the Cowmittee of the XXXIVth Congress, the pro-
coedings were entively ex parte,  Neither Judge
Watrong, nor any of his friends, was before the
Committee,  The pupers in the case were never
extnined by any wember of the Committee except,
perhaps, by the one who drew the Report.  Little
attention was given to the enge by the Committee,
while there was a great pressure upon them in favor
of the proseention,  There was elamor on all sides
sgniost Judge Watrous, Noman said s wordin
Lis fuvor,  The Conmnittee reported in favor of fne-
preachment, without havinghnode an investigation
into the case or taken any testimony,

But the Judietary Committee of this Congreas
pursued n very differint eonrse,  They went tully
into the investigntion,  Testimeony wis taken on
both eides.  Judge Watrous wus permitted to

come in wud defend his canse, and to produce wit- |

newses,  Mr. Tappan said that from the elamor
that bad been rased, snd from what he had heard
shout the case he had Gubibed a great prejndice
agninst the Judge. 1t was with difficulty that he
coulid bring his mind into a condition to weizh the
testimony fuirly and impartially,  But he had
endesvored to do this, and had arvived at the eon-
elusion that there was o evidenee to sustain the
clinrges pgainst Judee Watrous,

A preat elamor had been raised in Texss ugninst
the Judge, and resolutions ngainst him had been
got through the Legislature of Texas, but the tact
14 that this clamor aud these resolutions originated
in the diseatisfuction that was ereated by & decision
wade by him in the case of the Union Bauk agt,
."-ful’rnruf. a decision sustiined by the Supreme
Court of the United Btates, before which tribunal
the question wis submequently earvied. That deci-
ston decided the eonstruction to be given to the
stutute of litation of the State of Texas, and
tonehed the pockets of a great many people who
Lad goue to Texas from other States to avoid the
puytient of their debte, Tt was contended by these
prople that the statute of limitation eommenced
runting st the time the debt el due, no matter
where the debtor then resided,  Jude Watrous de-
culed that the statute rnn only from the time when
the parties come under the jurisdiction of the

Couit of Texus, This deeision affeeted the prop- |
erty of @ nuwerons and powerful elass, who imme. |

dintely raised an outery nguinst the Judge, whieh
they hnve ever ginee k--lht up.  Strong wnd bitter
I]IT!'JTH!HI'I".‘ were exeitod agninst him ll!.‘ltll_\' unother
deetsion uffeeting the titles to eortoin lands, which
deeision, though nguinst the populir feeling in
Texns, wus sustoined by the Sapreme Court of the
1 nited States befors whiom it was bronght on ap-
penl.

Mr. Tappan declured that there was not a scin-
tilla of evidence even tending 1o prove that Wat-
rons ever conteiplated sitting ns Judge in lis own
cause, Even Sinon Mussena, who drew the memo-
vinl, himsell o disuppointed  Titigant in Judge Wat-
rons's Conrt, ad who Lus pursued the Judge with

indefatigable zeal snd pertinaeity, swears that he |

bus no knowledge of the truth of the charges con-
tained in this memorial,
other wiy, and shows that when, contrury to Judge

d within kis judicial aistrict, the |

The evidence is all the |

this, even sdmitting that the fact i« ae the Com-

mitter state, :
But Mr. Tappan said that he Je

phutically that Judge Watrous anew Ihl\l‘ “"iil' - |
| *tion wae inevitable,” or that the prood fatrly sus-

tuins this charge, ©On the contrary, the evidence
is thit the whele subject of the gurehase or specil-
lation was bronght incidentally to his nocies, with-
out nny deep-laid plot or seheme to have any ques:
tions that might arise tried inone E'n-.rt or another.
When first bronglit to Judge Watrons's notice,
appeared that if the purchase could be eff
something hapdsome must inevitably be made out
of it: for, in relation to a ¢ insiderable portion of
the traet, thers were no adverse elaimants and the
| original tule not onmly appeared 1o be
but there was also a cimulntise title, Lrowing agt
| of head-right eortificates which 33 beea Carchased
in, aud whieh, to this large portion of the traet,
mede the tithe wholly besond dispute or (question,

On loekivg into it father, Judge Watrons also ws-

certained that the main questions as to the title, if
| any should by possibility arise, wonld be settled in
| the Supreme Court of Texas in the evee of Han-

cock and MeKinnes (7 Texas Reports), in which

Judge Watrous's brother wans interested,  And the
| whole tenor of the testimony goes to show hat

Judge Watrans, from the beginning, wished and
|+ xpicted, it any litigation should arise, that it

might be lLnd in the Texas Courts,  And why
D etould he not desire that the ltigation shouid be

there ! It was most wanitestly for his interest

that it should be, for it s not eontroverted thnt
| aquestions ns to this or s
the Texas Courts, and wouls
to the title,

There is no evidencs that goes to prove fhat
vither of these parties supposed that the title was
so fur in * dispute” s to render **litigation inevi-
tubli.”  The testimony of Mr. Lapsley shows that
| be went into the purchnse of the Lol anticipating
litigation sx probable, although he states that he
 dig not krow but that the squatters might give
Soup the lnud; if not, be intended to sue them,”
| He gave Lis instruction to his eonnsel (Judge
| Hughes), and Judge Watrous had nothing ta
dowith it. All [J::J'Til“ geemed to hnve the at-
| most confidenee in Judge Hughes: for, a8 a real-
| estate lawyer, he stood l'l'il'ﬂ‘t'lﬂ_\' at the head of

his profession in Texns.  Mro Lapiley prefereed to

hase the suits brought in the Federal Court on ae-
count of the prejudice which he understood existed
in Texas against eluims of this charicter.

T'uring the negotistiona in Selmn,  Alshama,

Judge Watrous wis pre<ent 8 part of the time but
| touk v part in the diseussion as to the title,  The
| testimony shows that Lapsley may have contom-
' plated a snit in the Fed ersl Conrt, but there is
nothing to show that Watrous had sny eonneetion
with sueh o purpose.  On the contrary, he always
withed the litigation, if any was neeessary, to e
| had in the State Courts,  The suits were bronght
| it the Pederal Court sguinst the !'\llro'r-i'd wizh of
Judge Watrous, and without his kuowledege.  On
thi= puoint the testimony is nbundant and clear,

My, Tuppan maintained, however, that whether
Judge Watrous had knowledge of the fiet or not,
wis of no eongequenes,
of the land by the Judge was right sand proper—if
e went into it in good faith, in the hope merely
thut he might by the sawl'ulu[.--ll better lius cmbar-
russedd cirenmstanees, believing that there would be
no proteacted Btigation in the ease, s the evidence
elearly shows be did believe, and without any des

1 be settled favorably

'i hix own private interest—then, if subsequently liti-

gation, eontrary to his expectation, did arize, he
| had a right to direet and sdvise in regand to it, and
in #o advising has dowe nothing worthy of impeach-
ment.

But even if it should tara out that Judge Wat-
rous, learning itmidvn!ulli\'
purchase this teaet of land, nud thereby legitimately
winke some money by the operation—having goml
venson to bolieve that the ease of Haneock and Me-
Kinney, and other casea in the Texas Conrts,
winld settle the question of tithe, if any sueh ques-
tions should arise—he would not be compelled to

the money he lui]_[h! be abliged 1o |||l!II} to trienids
residing without the State of Texas.  Heodid #o
spply.  Mr. Lopsley, and other gentlemen of Sel-
[ mn, Als., where Judge Watrous bad formerly re-

brought into the purehose.
wrong or improper in all this;  there was nothing
improper in vesting, for convenience, the legsl title
in Mr, Lupsley, provided that there was no inten.
| tion on the part of any of them to usze the position

L And it Mr. Lapsley siterward tound it necessary,
or many wuy preferred to institute procesdings in

lar titles were before |

closes nothing eles,

—the bringing of Mr. Lapsley ardd the "th“‘.- 1n!|-!

Federal Courts, the remeval of thy e ar
‘_"I'El.’il[lﬂ |‘"l‘ "ml-"l"!"““" s A I""".‘-Ml'y I.ZJf:l|omf to
the exercise of this right, unlezs g pething else has
been done which eannot be " e 20d What are
the faets ! Tt iz said that ',. o Watrana eoncealed
bis interest: but, 85 ' by whown, when the
Judge reached the o oF tne Lapsley cases, he
snnounecd B aabifity to try them, nod refiused
positively ar , pocemptorily to make any orders in
them: v gon this poiot the testimony 18 ahandant
and e, Jones, Bughes, Love. Cleveland, and
1" o records of the Court at the January term.
1=52. leave no donbt on this important point. Dy
agreement between the connsel, the ¢ases were con-
tinued, snd by an agreement 0 open Court they
were teansferred to Anstin for trial,

The cases were wansforred to Austin, and were
contintied by eonsent, They were afterward re.
moved to New-Orleans fir trisl, upon the motion
of 1he plaintif’s counsel,  This wrdes for their re-
moval was the first and only order made by Julge
Watrous in the eases.  He could not have mule it
at an varlier period.  The law is, ot that & Judge

shall transfer a case n which he may bappen to be |
interested, when he wakes that interest koo wn, o

at any other time thet may suit his eonvenivoces
but it can be done on the wotion of either party;
aed, until that metion is made, he has no power to
aet. In thie ease the Judge wmade the order as
soon a8 the t-‘l;ﬂ!ﬂlinif}' pl'rlr‘!ilwl iteelf, and t_h.t'
cares were not retsined in bkis Court by anything
thut he did, 8 single day. It 1s expressly proved

that the cases were continued by consent, which
' shows most clearly that the defendants were not |

injured by the dolay,

The third specttication of that portion of the
Judiciars Committes who favor san impeachwent i,
that **Judge Watrons st as Judge on the teinl
“of eases where be was persomlly interested,
“in the questions imvolved,”  This refers to the

ense of Uttord ve, 1y kes, which was tried by Judgs
Mr. Tappan states the thets in the ¢ase

Watrous,
thus:

It appenrs that three Mexican eitizens, Raphael
de Aguiree, José Maris de Aguiree, and Thomas
de L Vega, joutly applied to the Mexioan suthor-
ilies for a grant of cleven leagues of land.
ceneession was wnde, and, upon that concession,
there were issued three sparate grants of eleven
legues, one to esch of the applieants—net one
erant of thirty-three leagues to the threein com-
mwon. The three j'hﬂ"ll in n power ol attorpey,
making one Samuel M, Willinms the agent to =ell

! the lanad of all the three persons, who signed the

It the original purehsse |

#ign of improperly using his own Conrt to advance |

of this uillluﬂlllli!, to |
U Judge Watrous tried,

power, In making out the grsuts at the Land
Office, the name of Raphael de Aguirre was in-
serted in twe of the grants by mistake, and the
name of José Maria de Aguirre left out sltogether,
Iliese, granis were loeated a long distanee apart,
Thomus de L Veea's was loeated upon the Brazos
River, near the Waeo villsge: the graut to Ra-
phael de Aguirte upon Williamson's creck: the
other grapt was loeated npon the Brazos, at the
wouth of the Bosgue, It was a part of the La
Vegn grant which Judge Watrons bought.  Suit«
werie hronght upon the title in his court by Mr,
Jotin W, Lapsley of Alabama, us has alveady
R--m-wl, in whose name was teken the deed from
Mr. League, the vendor,  Judge Walrous had an
ontstanding equitable title in n part of the linds
cmbraced in the grant. When the suite were
reached st the enll of the docket, at the term to
which they were returnable, the Judge revealod his
interest and refused to make any order in them.
The casce wers transferred to Anstin, and after-
wird teansferred to New-Orleans for trinl. A suit
was brought upon the graut of Raphsel de Aguirree,
which bud been logated upon Williamson's ereek,
This was the ciare of Uford and Dykes, whick
It will be recollected thar

| the power of attorney under which the land had

forego the purchsse, even though in order to ruise |

|

sided, oud who were his persoun! [riends, were |
There was nothing

of Judge Watrous to advanes their own interest, |

the Courts of the United States, he only did what

be had & right to doy  he only exercised a right
- Which the Constitution and the laws gave him.

his Court to be used to sid Limself and partners in
[ the speculation.  But how and in what way did he
allow his Court to be used for any such purpose !
| The fact that Judge Watrous was interested i the
| purchase, wius no resson why Mr, Lapaley might
| not bring bis euit there 0 Le desired.  If he pre-
| ferred to bring it in the Federsl Court, rather thnu
, the State Courts of Texus, the only way e could
| do g wis to commenee proceedings in the Distriet
Court, snd then have the cause removed for trial
sprecably to the provisions of low o such cases
wande sud provided.  When the suits were com-
weneed o the Federal Conrt, Judge Watrous was
absent ot the North, sl it was done without any
confervnee with him, sud without his knowledge.
| Upon this point the testimony is distinet and elesr,
Mr. Leagne states that, when the Judge learned
that the suits were brought in his Conrt, he ox-
| pressed his dissatisfaction in strong terms.  When
the eases were reached upon the doeket, Judge
Watrons refused to linve anything to do with them,
on aceountof his interest, which be then disclosed,
| Hedid not coneeal bis interest, but, on the con-
trary, made it kuown at the earliest posible oppor-
| tunity, a8 is proved, not ouly by the testimony of
pUInerous Witnesses, but b_} the reconds of the
Court, which were produced before the Commit-
| tee.  An sgreement was made by the counsel for
| the porties to substitute gome member of the Bar
[t try the case, in place of Judge Watronk  Why
this sgreement, if his interest was oot well under-
stogd by all eoncerned!  The suits were coms-
| wenced by Lapsley i Juuusry, 1551, and this
sgreement was ade at the April or May term,
1=51, showing that at that early day Judge Watrous

the litigation and to institute the suits, before the | Watrous's expectations and wishes, u suit did find ~ had diselosed his intereat, At the January term,

transsction was completed.  League afterward, in
receiving a portion of the money, said that he had
received $500 and puid it over to Hughes us his |
retaiuer, pursuant to the agrecment of Frow aud |
Price, at Gulveston, in June, \
It isalleged thot Judge Watrous knew all the
ieulars of the trunsaction, and expected that
suite would be brought in his own Court when he
entered iuto the arrsngement. [

Hughes, on Jan 11, 1251, brought eleven suits, |
The write were served on the defendnuts and they
sppeared by their ecounsel.  Hownrd and Swelt
sppesred for Speneer, nid John W, Taylor fog the
other defendants, The ensaz venmined on the i
doeket in Gaulveston until the Winter of 1802, |
when, upon the applieation of Taylor, they were |
removed to Austing, it being within the district
where the lands lie aud she defendunts reside.
Nothing was done with the casee there.  They re-
mained upon the docket until December, 1804,
when Hughes applied for their transfer to the Cirs |
cuit Court of the United States at New-Orloans
for trial; sud it was slleged upon the docket a5 o
reason for their transfer that Judge Watrous had |
an interest in the suits, and (hat he was relatad by
blood or marriage to some of the partwn. whic
latter fact does not appear.  Some of these cases
have been tried in NewOdleans, and others remain |
to be tried.

It is alleged in the wemorinl of Spencer that |
Judge Watrous secretly engaged in this speculation, |
intending apd designing 1o sit on the trisl of the
causes which would nrise. In proof of this it is |
stated that Judge Watrous was the first to suggest
the propriety of introdueing a citizen of another
State into this speculstion, so that the jurisdiction
of his Court might becowe svailable. The logal |
title wae vested in that eitizen alone, who had aless
interest in the property than either League or |
Judge Watrous, A deed of trust was made which |
conceuled the interest of Judge Watrous in the |

roperty, sud that deed bas not been recorded to |

is duy. A note was given jointly by League and
Watrous for their part of the consideration wosey, |

itx way into his Court, he took the earliest oppor-
lunit{ todiselose his interest, and made no order
wr ruling in the ease, sive only the one he was
elliged by law toomake, and that was to remove it
to the nearest Cireuit out of the State of Texas for
trinl.

The fivst charge of that portion of the Judiciary
Comnnittee who reeommend the mpenclment of
Judge Watrous, is, that the Judge engaged in a
land speeulation fn his districs, the titles to which
Tand ke knew were i dispute, and that litigation
was inevitable, Even it it be granted that this
wopusition s true and proved by the evidence,
Mr. Tappun denied that it constituted sny such
shigh erime ™ or *misdemeanor ' as onght to sub-
jeet a Judge to impeschment.  The maintenines
of stich & doetrine would whelly preclude a Judge
of wuy Court whatever from purchasing land
wlhere, by uuy pessibility, the title might come in
dispute,  Suppose, for the sske of the argument,
that Judge Watrous, being pericetly satistied that
the legal title to the land he was about to purehase
was good, l([“lla']" did kuow  that persons had
squatted upon it without right, who might ocea.
sion litigation in regard to it, must he bé com-

| pelled to staud aloof from the purchsse for uny

steh resson as this, under pensity of an impesch-
went ! And yet thut isall there isin this case,

| The title to the land was really bevond question,
|1t had been settled by the Texas Courts, and Judge

Watrous knew it.  Bpeneer and the others were
were squatters upon the lnd, without n'sir or ti-
tles uufi this poiut has been so decided by the
highest Courts in the country—by the Circuit
Court st New-Orleans, sud by the Supreme Court

| st Washington.

Will it be contended, ssked Mr. Tappan, that a
Judge in the State of Texas, or in any other State,
cannot purchase his neighbor's farmn, the title to
whieh he has good reason to believe is perfeet, be-
catise he huppens to know that some persons have
wrongfully entered upon it, and litigation may be-
come necensary in orler to remove them ! And
yet Judge Watrous hae doue notbing more than

1=02, the cases were removed to Austing by the
sgreement of counsel, and in 1550 were trans-
ferred to New-Orleans for trial, by the order of the
Judge, upon the plaintift™s motion.  This was the
only order made in the case by Judge Watrous,

| argl one that he was compelled to make by law,

! In 1852, findiog that his purchase of the land was
objected to, .ludg-'_“ atrous procured the com-
mencement of suits in the State Courts, according
to bis original desire, at the eXpense of S200 to
himself, in the hope thut Mr, Lapsley would con-
sent to try them, ipstead of those in the Federsl
Conrts: but Mr. Lapsles rofused to do so, and ig-
si=ted on his right to bave thew tried in the Fed-
ern] Courts,

How, then. does it appear that Judge Watrons
allowed his Court to be used improperly to advines
his own interest, or that anything was dooe that
wias not proper and lawful ' And how does the
cnse stand at this point upon the testimony ! It is
the purchase of & part interest in o tract of land by
Judge Watrous, inconpection with gentlemen of
the State of Alubsma, of the very hiclest respeeta.
hility, and Mr. League of Texas, of equal respecta.
bility snd standing. The eontraet is uffered to the
Alsbsma gentlemen on account of their ability to
furnish the necessary funds.  The contract is fair
and bona fide, and Mr. Lapsley states that he and
his associntes would bave gone into no other. There
was no concealment even speken of in the case, and
there woa no need of any. It was exeeuted i a
public room, written by Mr. Lapsley s elerk, and
witnessed by Mr. Edwin Shesrer, who made it a
subject of conversation with the clerks, marshals,
& e, in Galveston, st the time of the issnanca of

| The writs,
during the Summer of 1550, to his friend, Major
Holman, iu New-York and Plilsdelpliss.  Where,
then, s the evidence of coteealment or unfsirness
i this transaction ! The testimony does not show
it. Wil you visit with the terrors of an impeach.

But it is charged that Judge Watrous allowed |

bewen solil was the eane as that |I_\-‘ which the La
Vg traet bad been sold—the power of attorney
was catnmon to the two tracts of lund. Now it
will be found by examining the bill of excoptions
snd the testimony ia the case tuken before the
Committes, that the power of attorney was admit-
ted by agrecment of counsel, and was not rend st
al, a8 no question was raised upon the gonue-
ness of the power and no question was raised upon
it. It was adwitted in evidenes by the eonnsel
engnged on either side of the case, nnd was peither
questioned nor doubted, and being in Spanish, it wis
uot read. It bad been examined beforeband by
Mr, Hughes of Georgetown, Texss, the attorney
of vecord in the esse, sud being o copy hid bewen
eompnred by Bim with the original, sed he had
sutistiod bimself of its correctuess, Under these
ecrrenmstatices the T Caime mto the ease,

Wlhen the faet is called to mind and nuited to this |

testimony, that Judge Watrens bad pever read
the title papers in the La Vega title, and koew
nothing of there being s power of attorney in the
case, he wmight well have proceeded to pass upeg
the power of attorrey without the least suspicion
that the paper had aoy bearing wpon his personal
nterests but the proof gathered from the testimony

U of nll these witnesses, is simply sutficient to satisfy
| the most ineredulous that the paper was never rond
!t the Judge, snd to use the words of My, Potter,
| *out no figure in the case,”

f

But if it were uot g0, and the Judge had known
all abont the elnracter of the paper, still it wonld
have been his duty to try the cose, and if he had
refused, he would have been guilty of o negivet of
duty, It i= indecd o fundamental maxim, that a
Judge should not try his own enuse, 1t is o maxim

| which should never be lost sight of or disregurded.

The purity of the administration of justice, upm
which reste all that we bold wost dear a4 members of
society, depends upon the striet preservation of
L watil principle.  But what eonstitutes an inter-

| ealin o ease, such ne to disqualify a Judge from

It was talked of by Judge Watrous

ment, 4 Judge for exercising the right common to |

every citizen, the right to purchase land ?
It comes at last to this, for the testimony dis.

presading at the trinl © This guestion was veferred

for decision by the House of Lords in Englind to |

all the Judges,  The answer was retarned, i the
ngme of all the JTudges, by Baron Packe, and the
ioterest was detertodned to be the same s that
which would disquality a wituess,  (Sea House of
Lords cases, vol, 4 puge 706, Dinng agt. Proprie-
tors of the Grand Ju sction Canal Company. ) Thia
cose is entirely conclusive; for no one can pretend

for @ moment thut if o person situated as was Judge |

Watrous Lad been offered ns o witness, thst be
could Lave been excluded.  The interest which
exeludes o witness is a direet interest in the event
of the suit. 111t is remote, contingent, conaequen-
tinl, it does not afleet the competeney of the wit
[vas,

before him, either direet, which would bave gone
to the cowpetency, or remote und eontingent,
which would have gone to the credibility 7 None
at allz the event of the suit eould not by possibility
affeet his iuterest in the least conceivable degree,
The case in which he was interested had been
trausferred to New-Orleans for trisl—the 1ssue of
the trial of 1 tlord ngt. Dykes eould not b used as
evidencr in the ease of Lapsley agt. Speneer; nor
it the decision were ever heard of by Judge Camp-
bell, would he regord & nist prius decision of a
Distriet Judge as of the least weight as anthority.
There is no possible aspeet of the ease of Ufford agt.
Dykes, no conceivably contingency in whieh it ean
be made to affect in the most remote degree the
wterest of Judge Watrous,

This sunmary of the cage I belivve embraces the
main points of the charges against Judge Watrous,
and aiso of Mr. Tappan's speech, which bas been
pronounced by the Judge himsell to be ue complete
u defonse as he could desire.  In conclusion, Mr,
Tappan rearked that on & thorough sud impartial
review of the charges and evidence in this ense,
Judge Watrons will be found to be more sinned
aguinst than sinning.

T —

Distnicr oF @ewednia,—A statement from the

Register of the Twasary, of expenditures in the Dis-

triet of Columbin, laid befure the Senate by the Vice- |

President, gives the itews of expenditure in detail up
to the elose of the present fiseal year at §24,715,552 16,
Toe pumber of lots originally held by Gevernment
war W0 LS, the number <old ﬁy the Guvernment was
003, at $811,642 38; pumber ansold, with titie in
tiovermment, 118; szsesaod yalue, $6,909 30; nomber
£.ved to the Geergetown and Colambina Colleges snd
8t. Viocent's \\’uﬁ:inztw City Orphan anlylmu. T8l
n:;cn-:rd valus, '?u,ld:);l T!T .:;““.l“uu ok
vi property, and real, 19§34, 424, The
nsrersed valae of Government reservations, exclusive
uf the reservations formed by the intersections of
strocts and avenues, §13 412,203 36, The cost of pab-
lie builaing s, includivg [unitere, statuary snd psing-
ings, is ui,m.:m i,

All that was afterward done

The ¢

Now, what in*erest had the Judge in the case !

ue of indi- |

| Tapid destruction jo the great study
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The propesition put torth in Lur Trist X¢ of |

the 9th instaut, indicating two plans wherehy the
whele Opposition vote of the nation may be con-

centrated on an Opposition candidate for the Presi- |

depey in 100, bas excited wuch remark, disous-
sion, and a very genersl approbation.  The Ameri-
eans here are willing to regard it as a large con-
cession from the Republicars, and are by no o ans
disposed to ha captious er exacting. Their conduet

cur late City and State eleetions affords abun
Jdant evidence of such u disposition.  They went
ioto the People’s Party as energetically as did the
Republicane.  Toe cood faith with which that coa-
lition was formed was maintaiced unbroken at the
pols, nor bas there been the slightest bickering or
Jealeus: smong them over thedisposition of the fruits

of the cowmoen vietery. The good faith in whieh the |

upien origipated has been semented by n generons
reaprd for the cleims of each when the honors
came to be divided. In this State, then, the Op-
wsition 1 compaet and potentisl. It is 20 in
L'v-u Jersey, anid onght to be in New-York., These
States thus sccured, they are in a condition to
! indicate the course which all the other Opposition
states should sdopt in 1560, Tue TRIBUNE has

very opportunely held up the trme light by which
our fature patliway ean be made the Ligh rond to
vietory. The Americans of Pennsylvania will a8
Leartily support o moderste Republiean for Presic
dent ns the [lia- ublicans themselves, by giving them
the V ive-'r it. Bat taking thealternate propost-
tion, the Republicans will go enthusiastically for o
mederate
Voee. 1
be insisted on too stringently, as even on this vital

it s,

Demoersey itselt,  The people bave spoken so un-
! mistakably on this question, that any Republiean
Prosident whom the Americans might adop®, or
any Ameriean whom the Republicans might en.
dorse, could be safely trusted as sure to put his
i fuot wpon the neek of the now prostrate monster,
Every way he would gain mwore by being honest,
than by proving himselt to be dishonest,  On ex-
wetly silch a programme s this, New-Jersey elect.
ed Ber present Governor, though the Demoeracy
enrried three of her five Congressional Distriets,
| That State would cheerfully mlul-t and trinmphant-
Iy sustain either proposition of Tue Triwese.  1f
gou ean prevail on the three States already named
to unite harmoniously upon one of them, even at
L the cost of some moditieation of the details sug-
gested, an exterminsting couguest of the sham De-
woerney will be your rewanid,
be the ervwning obligntion which the guant efforts
of Tue'Tnmese in the eanse of Freedom have
b ulready impm«-d on the whole Ameriesn People.
Tl seed yon buve sown broadeast over the land,
though sometines fulling by the wayside, sud some-

times upon stony ground, has, nevertheless, token |
root in the good soil of o willion luman hearts, aud |

i wlevady ripeaed dnto an shundant harvest of
Lanancipation on the green slopes of onee-subju-
gated Kansas,
1 enn besr testimony to the disinterested philan-
thropy of Mr, Benjamin Coates of this city, in his
| effort to throttle the Shave Power and vlesate the
negro through the ageney of the Afvican Civiliza-
tion Society.  Like all men at the hoad of every
great and good euterprise, be s been attacked in
suarters from which sympathy snd encouragoment
only onght to have plm'l'!'l‘mf. But how vast un

l
Ameriean President, with s Republican |
cok s to the Slavery propaganda necd not

isane we sl understand ench other well enough na |
That sgeressive despotisr has gone so far |
s to stagger the orbearsnee of the w hole American
party, just os it Las spht np sud disintegrted the |

Suel an event will |

——

well a5 of railroad manegers.  Numerons
tives have been fitted np with sew contrivances for
this purpose, but most of thew: have heen fagd
It ia probable a decisive selthement of the q
will now be had by the proposed trial on the Peng.
sylvania Road. The Dhrectors intend it shall by
condueted without prejudies or faveritism, with
view to the interests of the railroad a'one, 'r:
forests slong the tracks of all the great roady
fast melting away, sod fuel is aunmlly risla:!'
price. 1t is stravge that in this inventive Ilih:
to contrivance has yet been produced to mest
| Fequirements of 5o mavy roads for whose wants oy
conl 1% 80 secessible.

Sotue &1,000 bonds of Lawrenes
State. jssued for railroad obijeets, were lnst
sold st suetion at 20 per cont.  The eounty 4
diates, refises to lny taxes to pay the intercst,
ke Allegheny and Washington County, logs
P whole thing elide. The eonduct of the latter

county is especinlly infamous.  The H
Ratlroad, tor which her bonds were issned, g
operation to Wheeling, and her eitizens am
ing the benefits in reduced cost of freights and
| travel.  Yet they, too, let priveipal and iote
| slide.  This wholesale vepudiation is a foul blot og

verity of Western Penpsylvanis, and buyery

County, in thig

the |
should fight shy of all county bonds,

THE CASE OF TH!;_' ..’.ﬂ.".'RH.!.\'.\'.
———

Capt. Cavendy rends usaltter, in explanation of
| bis withdrawal from the command of the

| Hermarn, from which we Jearn that Capt. C.

| know Jotn E. Body, nor the Aumil'a?:\th::::
| Pacific Ship-Canal Compacy, never had any busineg
| Wik, vur received orders from, thewm, and that all ot
trary statements are false.  ln ondoriog the s
1eruann to proceed direct to San Franows, and in
voluutarily retiving from the command of the ship at
Pavara, be was ot intlnevced in the vightest degrea
by e gard for the interests of the Pacifie Mail 8toqm-
<bip Company, the Pansina Railroad Company, Cornes
lins Vanderbilt, nor any otber corporation or prrsong
whatever,

Capt. Cavendy proceeds to detail Lis voyage from
New-York to Valparico, where be received invtruotiony
| from Lis agent in New-York togo 10 Panama, and
await the passengers by the Washiogton, who wers to
croes the Isthuns,  Capt, C, says:

* 1 aecerdingly provesded to Pansma, where |
rived November ¥, aud there was informed, both
| t'e merchants of Panama and by pissengers en mote
California, as well as by private ndvios from 3

friends i New-York, that the Washington coald
comeutit: that her advertisoment had boen withdrm
from the New-York papers by order of bor resl
owrers; that wy sgent .0 New-York bad sdvertived
the Atlaotic and Baitie. 1% ‘kets hao boen soM for the
two tormer ships, aod the interposition of the Mayer
bad been inveked to compel the rettrm of the
e d, us the owners of the said ships 1ll¢imi,::-
wving sold or chartervd them, nll of which was cors
roborated by the New-York newspapers, to whieh [
now refir the public, 1 mot at Panama a yoong man
wh represented himself as the agent of the Now-York,
Calitornia and European Steanship Cowpany, who
havded e an open note—viz: * Yon will pracesd to
 Sun Juan del Sur, and there wait the Waabington's
o parsevgers ' —when the following disloges toak
plove: 1nsked, * Where are your credentials I He
replivd, * 1 bave nono, 8ir, then nsked, * Hawve
| yonnothing from the ‘Tulnp!lly 1" He said, ** Nothe
1y bt this note,” T asked him if he had broaght any
' for the ship's disbiursements, *'To v'!?h-h he
r plivd, ** Not s cent.” | then informed bim that, con.
sidering the circumstances under which 1 was placed,
T vowid not regard him as the agent of tha ship,
Hewent up with the Hermann without my know
lenving his hotel bill ($83 50) nopaid.  Them wea
' Pansiva 282 tuns of conls, held for freight nod changes
ot from New-York, for which I had no money to pay,
and therefore conld pot reach it. 1 had coal and
visiers epough an bosrd to take the ship to San Frane
cleco, provided I had good weaher, no detention and
used every ceonomy.  The ship had no money nor
credit, nor had 1 sufficient for my personal expenses;
ardd that whieh I had was realized from the wine room,
1w which the ship had no interest, and theret e was
L unahble to pnrrlmm- a pouud of eoal or an ounee of
provisions for the ship's uae, Al T ok get was 600
pennds of butter, which e still wapaid for; and that
man ind ble tor the nee of the passangers ale

|

idea it s that he is secking to reslive— the supplont
g of the slave-grown cotton of America by the
| frec-grown eotton of Afrien,  His excellent pam-
philet shows conclugively that it can be done.  “That
! pomphlet ought to e eirenlated by millions. 1t

coutaing a ninss of facts proving that the Civiliza- |

tion Soviety ean, in time, revolutionize the cotton.

trade of the world,

respeetable headway, gaining more knowledge of
| the condition of Alriea, making new friends out of
old opponents, and from present uppearances will
tuke lugh rank among the humanitarian enterprises
of the contury,

We Lesr no more of onr new Post-Offiee than
vor do ot yours,  Either the poverty of the Trea-
sury or the completion of detals as to bow good
| rr;\ntr jub it shall be, sud who shall be the gniner
: 1y ity causes thiz much needed improvement to
| lanig five. At present the office is kept in & private
| honse in Dok street, badly contrived and very

ineonvenieut—up high steps nto o narrow eatry,

where stauds for newspipers and penints abonid,
o inking the plvee a conatant snd dicagreesble jam.
PA due store on Chestiut street, uext to the late
United States Bank, now the Custom-House, has
been purebased  conditionslly for o Post-Ofiee.
The lut is 20 feet tront, and the price S75,000, As
thee Lot is evidently too sl it s prupu-l!'-i to ruin
the sppenranee of the ine marhly Custom-Honse,
by adding 21 feet from that lot,  This will make it
0 lopesuled sffair, and atterly destroy all its arehi-
tectura! proportion sud beanty,  To help ont the
finnneinl abortion, it 1= snd the old Pennsylvauia

favk building, for which the Government pn‘ul
250,000 jn flush tines, 14 to be worked o into
the new Post-Otliee ot SH0,000,  There are per-
sons here who feel guite certain that, though the
Government lose Leavily by the operation, there
will be cometauly sure to make s profit,

A well-posted conl-dealer tells me that the eon-
stunption of conl in 1257 was 316,000 tuns less than
in =36, sl that the consmuption of this year
will be full 500,000 tuns less than in 1857, making
1=5= finl] =14,000 tuns less than 1=56, notwithstand-
ing that the annual inerease of eonsumption i< 15
Cto 25 per eent. The hard times have not only
chiveked all inerease, but greatly redueed the tor-
ter constimption,  This does not inelude the de-
ereted consumption in Virginin, Maryland and the
C West,  In 1=57 foreign eonl was imported to the
extent of L= 102 tuus,  The import of this year
wusthave fallen off very eonsiderably.

It is sivgnlar how short-sighted are wost Amer-
iean municipalities,  In all their great public un-
dertakings they provide oply for the present, in.
sterd of also providing, by alittleadditional ontlay,
for the future of & growing comunnity. Seversl
instances of this cheap folly have occurred among
s, Qur House of Refuge was soon tound to be too
sminll to seeommodate the throng of ehildren whom
the Courts consigned to it, and a far more ecxpen-
Laive one was secordingly built,  The basin at
| Fairmount beeame too small to eontuin the supply

of water necessary for the eity, snd additions were

constructed, Then the gas works were found to
he entirely inadequate to the wants of the comuiu-
nity, and new works of vist magoitude were
ereeted,  Quite a eatalogue of similar follies might
- be made. At the foot of it would stand our in-
mense Blockley Almshouse, perehed oo the bank of
the Schnyvikill, in what is now West  Philadel-
phiz.  When built, some years sgo, it was cer-
tainly for awny in what was then called the conntry,

Now, it is eucroached upon by fusbionable comito.

ries, fatey cottages, omiibuses and passenger mile

ways,  The nuimber of paupers in it has beceome

too large, and the buildings too small, Where
| bindreds were aforetime  housed and fid, there

are now thousands.  Se, the hnge pile must emae
| down and be rebuilt, for the thied time, clenraway
| among the rursl districts, on 8 farm, where the
paupers may ruise their own grain, aud if need be,
urm@ it inko four on the tread-mill. Congeils have
appoioted @ Committes to inguire iuto the pro-
| priety of remosing the establishment ioto the

country. They hope to save money by being this

enabled to pauistain their 3,000 paupers at
| cheaper rate than where at present loeated.

1t is enid the Pennsylvania Railrosd Company are
about giving s thorough and impartial trial to two
conl-burning lecomotives, with gentes end fire.
boxes invented by Fhelegher, nn Ameriean, and
Duns[cl, a DPrenelupan,  Authracite has been
found to be & wuch cheaper fuel than wood, for
stesmers and locowotives; but it i ruinously de.
| struetive to the grate bars. To prevent their

The Seciety is already nnder |

inventors, as |

rendy on board.  Here 1 recvived advices of the seri-
ons illness of my family, Bkewiss that o note, which [
o hiadd unfortunately indorsed, und which had been dise
counted and the procecds ased inthe original purchase
of the ship, and which had not been paid, notwith-
standing the repented assurances of my sssocintes o
to the four of my departiure (provess being at tha
monwent served on mel that the cote wonld positively
b poid the next day, and without whicl, positive
prouse | would pot bave sailed, Taey allowed judg-
ment to be recovered ngainst me for this note, snd my
fuinily was omly snved from being toroed into the
pirect h.{ the interposition of a fricad, My passengors,
| who had alrewly been on the suip for 30 days, wero
elamurous for the fullillment of thoie contract wado in
New York, aud insisted on boing conveyed direct to
Sun Francisco, having aleeudy stopped at three porta,
Mr. W, L. Hobson, of Valpieniso, 8 large oreditor
of the ghip, aleo demanded that she stiould rrm-
ered nt opee direct to a port ander  Amerian
jurisdiction, tad no remson ta hellove the
Washivgton would arrive ont st all and all thess forgs
going circumstances made up ay judgment, which was
contirmed by the morehants of Pavamn, aed by Amoa
| B Corwine, esq., United States Consal, and the nes
| cessithes of the suip all required that 1 sbould arler

her direct to San Francisoo,  This conrao o pirs
| and the Hermann enited frone Panama on the [ith No=
! vember, under the commnnd of wy ehief officer, Capt.
| Patterson, 8 gentiemnn well known in this oity, sod of

uegnestionnble qualifications,

“ Upen the arrival at Asplowasllof the Mino's, Nov,

16, five days aiter the departore of the Hermann, |
I first lenrned that the Washiogton had sailed from
| New-York on the 6th November, with passengers fof

San Jusn del Norte, to meet the Hermaon st S1m
| Juan del Sur, By the Hiines came Dr, Pierson, 8
rector of the CUaliforvin, New-York and Earopesa
Steamship Company, whom 1 met at Panama, on his
why to Ban Fravcisco, ax the acorndit-d ageat of the
eniu Compuny, to whom [ m;{gualml the proprioty
remniviog st Pasama to provide for the Washiogton's
paessngers, and asked tim why he did not come
the Washingtor, she having sailed the sameday ! To
which he ﬂ!pﬁmj that be hnd pothiog to do with the
tmrbgeu of the Washington, thus evinciog that be

ad no vorfidence bunself in the Washington's passens
gem gettivg through,”

Capt. Cavendy sppends, in corroboration of bis
| atatements, & note from the principal merolinnts of
Parama, with the Ucitad Siates Conanl's certificate)

also au article from The Panama Merald of Nov. 1&

e .
SENATOR SUMNER NOT TO RETURN
THIS SESSION.

——

Correspotre of the Evoning Post.

Paus, Nov. 25, 1858,
Mr. Surimer leaves here this week for some quiet

! town in the Bonth of Franoe, He bad a consultation
of physicians last week, They assnred him that be
would recover, but it wight wot be for six months
more, aud that in m;‘y enses e must sbandon all
of returning heme for this session of Cnn#nr::-
seems mueh perplexed about this absence publie
dutics, though encouraged by this promise of certai
ultunate recovery, Mr. Sunner bad been so confident.
of wi early returt to the Senate Chamber, that mers
then two monthe ago he had engaged his mom#,
!..m‘h.- every arrangement to pass the Wister in W
ington,

Texae,—The CGalieston News of the 24 inst., fars
uishes the following intelligenca:
s Qol, J. A, Wilcox of San Antonio, {4 annoanced 8
'al enndidnte for Congress from the Weetern Irstriet
L= TN
“ Lhe Ronger says that it Lo it from reliable sé-
! thority (an i:{imnte’ persoval ard political friend of
Gien, rlumtmn that the General will again be s can-
cidate for Governor, avd that & Houston ticket for
Representatives will be run in every county.
 Amopg the prescigers by the Orizabis we have
Lud the pleasure of scemg Major Ben MoCnlloeh
Mr. Rose, who are now on their way to Amﬂn&a:
specinl Government agents, aceorcing b the
priches, but we mre duly suthorized to sny that the
obijeot of the r miss0p is of A private character, u
' to meke s purcbase of lnnds in Soporas for & (.'-vmpul
with whick they are connected.

Divokex 18 Inpiasa,=The divorce lawas in sev-
eral of the Western States are simgly laws to enooat-
nge adiltery. It is muck easier for o husband or wife
to rut‘;m ubhill thau to Ml: de}u l-:(tw&*

effort bas just been made iu Indisca
the existi l’w{ﬁﬁu. Hitherto auy one, wherever
residing, could avail himeelf or b reelfof the telegr 4
process provided by that State, A bill hss ‘;ut 4
the Senale requiting & years rosideoce in the
apd o #ix montha’ residence in the county where
spplication is filed, before the petition can be |
tained; ond aleo providing that * annadonment” soall
vot be deemed established unless it shall have e

temded through a period of one whole ! Thie red-
uers the term of “reridence’’ Mmgldnl“nbﬂ.
donment” identical. [Aluany Jourual, k.




